IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

COURTROOM PROCEEDINGS

The court met in its courtroom at 10:00 A.M. Present: Honorable
James A. Ardaiz, Presiding Justice; Honorable Dennis A. Cornell,
Associate Justice; Honorable Gene M. Gomes, Associate Justice; and
Eve Sproule, Court Administrator/Clerk, by Robert Abilez, Senior
Deputy Clerk.

F038832 Alexander v. Codemasters Group Limited et al.
Cause called and argued by Daniel W. Rowley, Esq., counsel for
appellant and by Paul DeCamp, Esq., counsel for respondent.

Cause ordered submitted.
Court recessed until Wednesday, October 16, 2002 at 10:00 A.M.

F037098 People v. Parling
Appellant’s petition for rehearing filed herein is denied.

F039007 People v. Jenkison
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

F037717 People v. Arnold
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

F039397 People v. Waters
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

F039297 People v. Garcia
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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People v. Jenkison
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Garcia
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Waters
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Arnold
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

Thompson v. Filice

No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 17(a) of the California Rules of Court, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

Cynthia G., v. Kern Co. Dept of Human Services
The petition for extraordinary writ is denied. This opinion is final
as to this court.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

People v. Mack

Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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F038142 People v. Mack

The judgment is modified to designate appellant's second degree
burglary in case No. 24951 as the principal term with cumulative
presentence custody credits totaling 338 days (180 days of actual
custody credit, 90 days of conduct credit, and 68 days of actual
custody credit while at CRC). The term imposed in case No. 24951 is
designated as an eight-month consecutive subordinate term with
cumulative custody credit totaling 13 days (9 days of actual custody
credit and 4 days of conduct credit). Additionally, in case No. 25114,
the on-bail enhancement is stricken and the term imposed is designated
to run concurrent to the terms imposed in the other two cases with 335
days of presentence custody credits (179 days of actual custody credit,
88 days of conduct credit, 68 days of actual custody credit while at
CRC). The trial court is directed to prepare an amended abstract of
judgment consistent with this disposition and to forward a certified
copy to the Department of Corrections. As modified, the judgment is
affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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